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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study offers a meaningful contribution to the scientific community by shedding light on how family and school environments shape the career aspirations of adolescent girls in rural and urban India. Focusing on districts in Haryana, it provides localized insights that can help educators and policymakers design more supportive interventions. The findings highlight the nuanced ways in which abusive, distressed, or functional home settings, alongside varying levels of school support, influence young women’s outlooks on work and opportunity. Ultimately, this research adds a valuable, context-aware perspective to the broader dialogue on adolescent development, gender, and environmental psychology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is broad and descriptive, but it could be made more specific and engaging to better reflect the study's focus.
Revised original-style title:
A Comparative Study of the Association Between Family-School Environments and Job Preferences Among Adolescent Girls in Two Districts of Haryana State
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is largely comprehensive but could be strengthened to more clearly communicate the study's purpose, methodology, and key findings. Its current structure is somewhat dense and could benefit from clearer organization and more direct reporting of results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Based on a review of the content, the manuscript demonstrates a scientific foundation but contains significant inconsistencies, structural problems, and methodological inaccuracy that reduce its scientific correctness and credibility. 
Major Issues Affecting Scientific Correctness & Rigor

1. Critical Methodological Flaws & Ambiguity
2. Incoherent Data Presentation & Interpretation
3. Structural and Logical Inconsistencies
4. Language and Proofreading Issues
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are sufficient in number but have major issues regarding recency, relevance, and formatting that significantly weaken the academic rigor of the paper.
Critical Weaknesses:

1. Lack of Recent References (Poor Recency)

2. Relevance and Integration Issues
3. Formatting and Accuracy Problems
Recommendation:

1. Update the Literature Review: Actively replace about one-third of the oldest references (pre-2010) with recent, highly relevant studies (2018-2024), particularly those focused on the Global South and India.

2. Improve Integration: When adding a new citation, explicitly state why it is relevant to the specific point or finding being discussed.

3. Standardize References: Choose a single citation style (APA, Chicago, etc.) and apply it meticulously and consistently to every entry in the reference list and in-text citation.

4. Correct Errors: Fix all typos, author names, and incomplete reference entries.

By addressing these issues, you will not only improve the manuscript's correctness but also significantly enhance its credibility, relevance, and contribution to contemporary scientific discourse.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No, the language and English quality of the article are not yet suitable for scholarly communication.

While the core ideas are present, the manuscript contains significant grammatical, syntactical, and stylistic issues that hinder clarity, professionalism, and readability, key requirements for scholarly publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a relevant topic with valuable local data. However, it requires major revisions in methodology clarity, data interpretation, language, and structure to meet scholarly standards. The findings are promising but currently undermined by inconsistent reporting, unclear definitions, and numerous grammatical errors. A thorough rewrite focusing on rigor, clarity, and contemporary literature is essential before submission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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